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OPINION 1232 

SUPPRESSION OF NAMES FOR SOUTH AMERICAN 

RODENTS PUBLISHED BY BRANTS, 1827 

RULING.—(1) Under the plenary powers the generic name 
Ration Brants, 1827 is hereby suppressed under the plenary powers 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law 
of Homonymy. 

(2) The specific names agreste, bianco debaxo, colibreve, 
espinoso and tucotuco Brants, 1827, as published in combination 
with the generic name Ration, are hereby ruled to be vernacular 
names, and as such not available for use in zoological nomenclature. 

(3) The generic name Ration Brants, 1827, as suppressed 
under the plenary powers in (1) above, is hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology 
with the Name Number 2131. 

(4) The following specific names, ruled in (2) above to be 
vernacular names and, as such, not available for use in zoological 
nomenclature, all published in combination with the generic name 
Ration Brants, 1827, are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name 
Numbers specified: 

(a) agreste Brants, 1827 (Name Number 1110); 

(b) bianco debaxo Brants, 1827 (Name Number 1111); 

(c) colibreve Brants, 1827 (Name Number 1112); 

(d) espinoso Brants, 1827 (Name Number 1113); 

(e) tucotuco Brants, 1827 (Name Number 1114). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.)1775 

An application for the suppression of names published for 
South American rodents by Brants, 1827, was first received from Dr 
Alfredo Langguth (then at Frankfurt am Main, Germany) on 1 
August 1966. It was published in December 1966 in Bull. zool. Nom. 
voL 23, pp. 243-244. For reasons that cannot be ascertained that 
application was never put to a vote. It was reopened in July 1975 and 
a revised text was sent to the printer on 16 February 1978 and 
published on 31 October 1978 in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 35, pp. 115- 
120. Public notice of the possible use of the plenary powers in the 
case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as to the 
statutory serials, to eight general and two specialist periodicals. No 
comments were received. 
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DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 25 February 1982 the members of the Commission were 
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule in Voting Paper (82)3 
‘for or against the proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nom. vol. 35, pp. 
117-118’. Dr Holthuis drew the Secretary’s attention to the fact that 
that voting paper did not reflect the complexity of the proposals. It 
was accordingly withdrawn and replaced by one issued on 5 March 
1982 and divided into Parts A and B. In Part A members were 
invited to vote for or against the use of the plena^ powers to 
suppress the generic name Ration Brants, 1827 (an affirmative vote 
would imply a vote in favour of proposal (4) to place that name on 
the Official Index). In Part B they were asked to vote either for 
proposals (2) and (5) or for proposals (3), (6) and (7) set out on p. 
118 of the application. At the close of the voting period on 5 June 
1982 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Part A 

Affirmative Votes — seventeen (17) received in the following 
order: Melville, Holthuis, Willink, Trjapitzin, Tortonese, Vokes, 
Halvorsen, Mroczkowski, Habe, Brinck, Nye, Heppell, Hahn, 
Lehtinen, Kraus, Corliss, Bayer 

Negative Vote — Alvarado 

Part B 

For proposals (2) and (5) — fifteen (15) received in the 
following order: Melville, Holthuis, Willink, Trjapitzin, Tortonese, 
Vokes, Halvorsen, Mroczkowski, Habe, Brinck, Nye, Hahn, 
Kraus, Corliss, Bayer 

For proposals (3), (6) and (7) — three (3): Alvarado, Heppell, 
Lehtinen. 

Sabrosky abstained. Welch returned a late affirmative vote in 
Part A and for proposals 2 and 5 in Part B. Cogger and Starobogatov 
voted only on the withdrawn voting paper. Ride was on leave of 
absence. No voting papers were returned by Bernard!, Binder and 
Dupuis. 

The following comments were sent in by members of the 
Commission with their voting papers: 

Holthuis: ‘Although Ration as used by Brants is also a 
vernacular name (erroneous spelling of Raton), there is no harm in 
suppressing it’. 

Sabrosky: ‘I would prefer to regard Brants, 1827, as a non- 
binominal work, thus disposing of both Ration and the “specific 
names”. If Desmarest, 1819, has given Linnean names to the 
species, aren’t Brants’s name synonyms anyway? It is curious that 
the applicant says no more of Desmarest’s names’. 
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ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following are the original references for the names placed 
on Official Indexes by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 
agreste. Ration, Brants, 1827, Het Geslacht der Miiizen door 
Linnaeus opgesteld (Berlin), p. 184 
bianco debaxo. Ration, Brants, 1827, Het Geslacht der Muizen door 
Linnaeus opgesteld (Berlin), p. 185 
colibreve, Ration, Brants, 1827, Der Geslacht der Muizen door 
Linnaeus opgesteld (Berlin), p. 186 
espinoso, Ration, Brants, 1827, Der Geslacht der Muizen door 
Linnaeus opgesteld (Berlin), p. 186 
Ration Brants, 1827, Der Geslacht der Muizen door Linnaeus 
opgesteld (Berlin), p. 184 

tiicotuco, Ration, Brants, 1827, Der Geslacht der Muizen door 
Linnaeus opgesteld (Berlin), p. 187. 

CERTIFICATE 

I hereby certify that the votes cast on V.P.(82)3 (revised) were 
cast as set out above, that the proposal contained in Part A of that 
voting paper has been duly adopted under the plenary powers, and 
that the decision so taken, being the decision of the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, is truly recorded in the 
present Opinion No. 1232. 

R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
10 June 1982 


